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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-3, 5, 6, 11, 14-16, 18, 19, 24, 27-29, 31, 32, and 37 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Gudjonsson et al (Gud hereinafter). 

With regard to claim 1, Gud shows a system comprising: 

a) an interface facilitating communications [An interface is inherent in servers connected 
to a network, as shown in Fig. 11]; and 

b) a control system associated with the interface and adapted to [Routing service (see 
lines 27-54, column 22), stream connector, and locator (see from lines 61, column 19 to line 3, 
column 20) are "a control system."]; 

i) register a plurality of devices that are in a user domain and associated with a 
user, each of the plurality of devices having a media capability [Users can create 
(or "register") devices as needed in the profile to use for a conversational 
endpoint. See from line 61, column 32 to line 13, column 33]; and ii) for an 
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incoming call intended for the user [For the call, see "message" in lines 27-54, 
column 22]; 

A) receive a session message on behalf of the user initiating the incoming 
call and identifying a first requested media capability to facilitate a media 
session for the incoming call [See lines 35-39, column 22 for Routing 
service of the recipient. See lines 13-31, column 23, for the description of 
the routing logic. Finally, see from line 56, column 24 to line 5 column 25 
for how routing logic operates for "identifying a first requested media 
capability". RS's INVITATION ("incoming call") is routed to the second 
client, which can either refuse or accept]; 

B) select a first of the plurality of devices based on the first requested 
media capability [The device is selected when the second client accepts 
the invitation. See fi-om line 47, column 24 to line 5, column 25.]; and 

C) communicate with the first of the plurality of devices to establish the 
media session having the first requested media capability for the incoming 
call [See lines 35 to 42, column 25 for the description of the creation of 
session]. 

With regard to claim 2, Gud shows that the control system is further adapted to: 
a) determine that a second requested second media session having a second requested 
media capability has been requested for the incoming call [See from line 56, column 24 to line 5, 
column 25. After sending the messages to the second user's mobile phone, RS decides to send a 
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message to the user's online client, which would start the second media session by the 
acceptance of the invitation] ; 

b) select a second of the plurality of devices based on the second requested media 
capability [RS would have many destination points. The ones (e.g., PC client) that are capable 
of accepting the invitation are determined by the routing logic. See from line 56, colunm 24 to 
line 5, colunm 25]; and 

c) communicate with the second of the plurality of devices to establish the second media 
session having the second requested media capability for the incoming call [Actual transmission 
of data takes place. See from line 56, colimm 24 to line 5, colunm 25 for description of session]. 

With reference to claim 3, Gud shows that the session message initiating the incoming 
call identifies the second media session and the second requested media capability [See line 56, 
colimm 24 to line 5, column 25] and the control system is further adapted to determine that the 
second media session having the second requested media capability has been requested for the 
incoming call based on the session message [The routing logic determines the destination partly 
based on message types ("session message"). See Table 3 in columns 23-24. See lines 51-57, 
colunm 23]. 

With reference to claim 5, Gud shows that the control system is further adapted to 
receive a second session message associated with the incoming call and identifying the second 
media session to determine that the second media session having the second requested media 
capability has been requested for the incoming call. See line 56, column 24 to line 5, column 25. 
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Routing logic causes RS to forward the INVITE message to the user's online client (after 
forwarding INVITE message as an SMS message to the second user's mobile phone. Acceptance 
or decline of the invitation determines the end device capability and allows the transmitting user 
to accept the second media session message. Upon acceptance, a new session would be open. 
(The first session would be made to the second user's mobile phone upon acceptance of the 
INVITE (first session message)). 

With reference to claim 6, Gud shows that the control system is further adapted to: 

a) receive a session message initiating the outgoing call from one of the plurality of 
devices [See lines 47-50, column 24. RS receives INVITE messages from the user's client]; and 

b) send a message corresponding to the session message to establish the media session 
for the outgoing call on behalf the user [See lines 52-55, column 24. RS of the first user sends a 
message to the RS of the second user]. 

With reference to claim 11, Gud shows that the control system is further adapted to: 

a) provide a profile defining at least one combination of the plurality of devices to select 
for a call based on combinations of media capabilities requested for the call [See definition of 
profile on lines 28-31, column 7. See lines 12-31, colunm 23 for the description of how routing 
logic uses profile (as identification of endpoints). The profile allows the routing logic to select 
devices based on "capability."]; and 

b) select the at least one combination of devices for the call [Routing logic selects devise 
partially based on the user profile upon RS receiving a message]. 
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Claims 14-16, 18, 19, 24, 27-29, 31, 32, and 37 incorporate all the limitations of claims 
1-3, 5, 6, and 1 1, but in computer product form and in method form, rather than in apparatus 
form. The reasons for the rejections of claims 1-3, 5, 6, and 1 1 apply to claims 14-16, 18, 19, 24, 
27-29, 31, 32, and 37. Therefore, claims 14-16, 18, 19, 24, 27-29, 31, 32, and 37 are rejected for 
substantially the same reasons. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomis the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinaiy skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 4, 7-10, 12, 17, 20-23, 25, 30, 33-36, and 38 are ejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Gud in view of Kimchi et al (Kimchi hereinafter). 

With reference to claim 4, Gud shows that the session message initiating the incoming 
call identifies the second media session and the second requested media capability [See from 
line 56, colunm 24 to line 5, column 25.] and the control system is fiirther adapted to receive a 
session message initiating the second media session from the second of the plurality of media 
devices to determine that the second media session having the second requested media capability 
has been requested for the incoming call [RS receives INVITE message and runs the routing 
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logic to determine if INVITE message should be sent to second user's online client and sends it 
to determine if a session can be established]. 

Gud does not show that the second of the plurality of media devices has initiated the 
second session. 

Kimchi shows that a session that was started by Kimchi's virtual device (comprising 
more than one physical device) would include a second device to start the corresponding session 
between the physical devices of the conmiunication endpoints by using proper protocol 
supported by each device. For example, see near the end of paragraph 0072, where muhiple 
physical devices are used to form a virtual VoIP videophone. Also, Kimchi shows, in paragraph 
0042, that a virtual device comprises many physical devices. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to use virtual device of Kimchi to replace Gup's device handlers and related dependencies. In 
the configuration, the second media session would be made between the proper devices of the 
plurality of devices between two endpoints. 

The motivation for the using Kimchi's concept of managing physical devices in Gud's 
system is that Kimchi system's ability to combine (via software) physical devices gives the 
combination a communication ability that is not afforded by individual devices alone. For 
example, a video input device and phone allows one to use a virtual videophone. 

With reference to claim 7, Gud does not shows that the control system is further adapted 

to: 
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a) determine that a second media session having a second requested media capability has 
been requested for the outgoing call, and 

b) communicate with a second of the plurality of devices to establish the second media 
session having the second requested media capability for the outgoing call 

Kimchi's invention, however, bundles many physical devices in one. See its Abstract. 
Any session of the virtual device for the outgoing call would require determining and selecting 
the second physical member of the virtual device and using it to open a communication session. 

With reference to claim 8, Gup does not show that the control system is further adapted 
to select the second of the plurality of devices based on the second requested media capability. 

Kimchi shows virtual devices. See the Abstract. Selection of a virtual device, in the 
proposed combination, based on a Gup's routing logic would select the second device based on 
message type and the virtual device's ability to handle the message type. 

With reference to claim 9, Gup does not show that the control system is further adapted 
to represent each of the plurality of devices in the user domain as a single device having a 
plurality of media capabilities to devices outside of the user domain, 

Kimchi shows the feature in paragraph 0044. The terminal server acts as a "proxy" for 
the virtual device comprising individual physical devices. 

With reference to claim 10, Gup does not show that the control system is further adapted 
to provide a single address for each of the plurality of devices in the user domain. 
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Kimchi shows the feature in paragraph 0042. The terminal device is a plurality of 
devices and is bound to a single transport address. 

With reference to claim 12, Gup shows all of its limitation, except for "at least other 
device." Gup does not show the claimed feature. 

Kimchi, however, shows the claimed feature. More specifically, Kimchi shows a 
terminal device, which is comprised of multiple physical devices (See the Abstract). If a 
physical device (in the proposed combination of Kimchi and Gup) that is part of the terminal 
device (comprised of muhiple physical devices) is selected by Routing Service, other physical 
devices that comprise the terminal device would be selected as well. 

The control system of claim 12 is deemed to include the device handler (as modified by 
the combination of Kimchi and Gup), which aggregates the multiple devices as a single terminal 
device. 

Claims 17, 20-23, 25, 30, 33-36, and 38 incorporate all the limitations of claims 4, 7-10, 
and 12, but in computer product form and in method form, rather than in apparatus form. The 
reasons for the rejections of claims 4, 7-10, and 12 apply to claims 17, 20-23, 25, 30, 33-36, and 
38. Therefore, claims 17, 20-23, 25, 30, 33-36, and 38 are rejected for substantially the same 
reasons. 

5. Claim 13, 26, and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gud. 
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With reference to claim 13, Gup does not directly show the claimed features. 
However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to meet the limitations, for the reasons below. 

Gup shows that in lines 21-42, column 25 that chat sessions maybe directed by RS, 

A chat session is held via chat clients generally running on PC's or workstations. 
Furthermore, a chat client user may send and receive sequence of chat invitations. 

However, many such sequence of reception and transmission of invitations are obvious as 
the only possible sequences of sessions. For example, a user that has received a chat invitation 
may or may not send another invitation with the third party. As the only two possible outcomes, 
both events are obvious. 

Gup's invention, as applied to the specific and obvious event of having a second user that 
has received a chat invitation from the first user and then sends a chat request to the third user 
(via the second user's RS and routing logic) meets the limitations. In such C2ise, each of claim 
13's limitation is met by the specific sequence of chat invitations and sessions, as discussed 
below: 

a) determine that a second media session having a second requested media capability has 
been requested for the incoming call [Upon sending an INVITE message via its RS to the third 
user who accepts the chat invitation, the second user would receive an ACCEPT message, which 
would cause the second user's routing logic to seek another client of the second user as the 
output device]; 
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b) select the first of the plurality of devices based on the second requested media 
capability [the routing logic would select the PC (which is the first device of the second user]; 

c) communicate with the first of the plurality of devices to establish the second media 
session having the second requested media capability for the incoming call, RS would open up 
the second session, between the second and the third user. The second user's PC, which is the 
"first of the plurality of devices" that belong to the second user and is in communication session 
with the first user, is selected. 

Claims 26 and 39 incorporate all the limitations of claim 13, but in computer product 
form and in method form, rather than in apparatus form. The reasons for the rejections of claim 
13 apply to claims 26 and 39. Therefore, claims 26 and 39 are rejected for substantially the same 
reasons. 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fi*om the 
examiner should be directed to Ji-Yong D. Chung whose telephone nimiber is (571) 272-7988. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Ji-Yong D. Chung 
Patent Examiner 
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